In her final work, Professor Hudson writes a provocative and timely essay addressing the tension between the right Western sovereigns bestow on their members and the purported threshold or floor of basic rights held by all according to ethical norms codified in international agreements. Her central query of whether "borders are necessary" seems to be a valid theoretical question the West must come to terms with if in fact it is going to give teeth to international, or ethics-based norms as perhaps she would put it.
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At its core, Hudson's essay poses a politically vexing challenge to the West if in fact these countries are to actually live by universal minimum norms held by all. Hudson focuses on border protection efforts to prove her central thesis: borders are in fact unnecessarily and useless. Hudson questions the value and virtue of sovereignty in a world increasingly recognizing minimum rights associated entry and exit to and from nation-states. One of Hudson's primary arguments concerning border control efforts is:
[…] international borders -as supported by the current policies of the most powerful nations and groups of nations -are expensive to maintain; do not achieve the objectives of migration control specified in policy and legislation; and, most importantly for the concerns of this chapter, do not respect the rights or protect the lives and security of migrants who approach them. (HAYTER, 2004; AAS, 2011; BELL 2012 Maintaining borders leads to arbitrary detention, leaves people to perish while attempting to cross borders and denies rights to food and shelter at borders; it has been claimed that these derelictions of the duty to uphold universal human rights amount to state crimes. (GREWCOCK, 2007 The Quest for unmitigated inclusion within the community can therefore serve as a regulative ideal, but in actuality, such inclusion is a fantasy.
[…] However ostensibly committed we are to norms of universality, we liberal national subjects are chronically divided over the proper location of boundaries-boundaries of responsibility and boundaries of belonging.
Professor Hudson, for her part ultimately takes somewhat of a middle ground, recognizing the shortcomings of, and abuses associated with, borders, but in the end recognizes said borders are not likely to be abandoned. It is here perhaps where the reader will be left a bit wanting of further guidance. Ultimately, Professor Hudson recognizes the shortcomings of international borders, but does not believe they will be abandoned. Ultimately, Hudson argues:
[…] as Agamben (1998) says, the refugee, the stateless person, the person outside their state but not effectively inside another should be the focus of rights: the stranger at the border should embody the regime of rights." her important work will continue to motivate scholars to explore these issues for decades to come.
